. . - 3
TP Docket no. 04-233 Received & inspected

Comments in Response to Localism Notice'6f Proposéd-Ruldthakitg" MAR 2 0 2008
MB Docket No. 04-233

’ I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ifu%ga&/ilr%"(tﬁgoom
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

1000 AR 20

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not vio‘?ce %ir‘saf !Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from people who
do not share their values. The NPRM's propos¢d ?:d[giJs ) kggagtd@roposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters Who' fegidtadlice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their
own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has rights to
air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. |

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. %I'he choice of
programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any goveTnment agency —~
and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wolild intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. T

| .

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special
renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to
coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the
messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal
proceedings. 1‘

1
(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular stations.
Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further squeeze
niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring staff
presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest. f

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in resp e Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the “NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 20 %Xﬁlﬁ o@eﬂN@ ]04-233. l
1
|
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted would do so — and must not be adopted.
-~ . [

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, espemally rillgmus broadcasters, ti) take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals
would impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice
from those who do not share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and
even loss of license for choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing
incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First Amendment prohibits
government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly
a religious broadcaster, must present. \

|
2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone
has rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious
broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids
imposition of message delivery mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The
choice of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any
government agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory
special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves
would amount to coercion of religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their
consciences and present only the messages they correspond to their beliefs could face long,
expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission
proposes to further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising
costs in two ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by
further restricting main studio location choices, Raising costs with these proposals would
force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the public interest.

I urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

2 14, 008
Bill Wedgewéith Date

27 Pecan Lk.

Petal, MS 39465 |
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| submit the following comments in response to the L}Ehsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233‘ i

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must?BHﬂ\[ @ hsmendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do S0 — and é_’a@’)ted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed adwsory board proposais would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who srs a vrce from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints ant q@g}? for choosmg to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape thei gramming The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints |a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. i

1
2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so —even if a reIrgrdus broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any rehgron o :
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3) The FCC must not force revelation of specrt‘ c editorial decision-making mformatron The choice
of programming, especrally religious programmlng, is not properly dictated by any government agency.— —~and
proposals to force répdrting on slich things as who produbed what programs \ \‘Kloul& intr

Pt ('J Cidgted

constltutlonalIy-protected editorral choices. . ‘ A S b,
T s . . . . .

4) . The'FGC must'riot’ establlsh a'two-tiefed fenéwal system in whlch certaln Ilcensees yvowd be

automatlcally barred from routinerenéwal application processing. The proposed mandatory specral renewal

review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amotint to coercion of

religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they

correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal 'proceedings

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operateon tight budgets, as do many sma]ler market se cujar! " !
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing-is often a challefige. Yet, the Cmmission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff preserics"'whénever-a statiori is‘on the air and, (b) by further restrrgtrng maln studjo Ioc%tron choices.
Rarsmg‘Costs‘wnh these! proposals wotld force servr’oe cutbacks and curtalled Se‘rwce I8, contrary to,the_
public interest. ™ "7 e
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We urge the FCC not | to adopt rules, procedures or pohmes discussed above. 1‘
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RulgnG@Mlﬁg Room
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ZMH I 14/?

. .-",'u,

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MBDacket No. 04-233

Any new FCG rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rngtsR @ny?r of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted '

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious brogdcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory boazj?p:aeggl al would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from thos t‘.‘smre their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosmgito llow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming., The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. i
2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyong and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intriide on

constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

“) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory spemal renewal
review of certain-classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) - Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smallerimarket secular
stations. Keéping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller matket broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to.the
public interest, |

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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COmments d Response to Locali$m Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB'Docket No, 044233 "

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed %Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, i

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rig}nts. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. |

I
1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoinis a bl'madcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. i
@ The FCC must not tum every radia station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to.air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious’ ‘broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery

mandates on any religion. |

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making infonhation. The choice
‘of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would mtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. i

“) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain llce‘nsees would be

_ automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadoasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comespond-to their beliefs could face.long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal pmceedmgs

®) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller matket secular
stations. Keeping the eleciricity flowing is often a challenge. ‘Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio locatlon choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest, ) i

|

I

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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[ submit the following comments in response to g':é/‘% i nkglotlce of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. v 5/ T

Any new FCC rules, polime or procedures must not violate First Amendmelpt rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would’doso ;nd must not be adopted.
Ao b

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especla“y regllg,py broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints,and even loss of license for choosmg to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programmlng The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what vnewpomts a broadcaster,

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.
{

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where an)Jrone and everyone has

rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so —even if a rehdlous broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion,

(3) . The FCC must not force revelation of speclf' ic editorial decision-making mformatlon The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on

constltutlonally—protected editorial choices.

'(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would ariiotnf f6 coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensiv5and potentially ruinous renele proceedings.

) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission droposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two 'ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the a 5 a’ed (b) by further restricting main stuplo location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force sersrce cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedureior policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RulemEklng (Ma" ROOm
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

i
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures mus@ﬂﬂ# \Mﬂ(ﬁ n%ar %g‘lendment nghts A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —an c@qted

) The FCGC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, tp take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who agggést dvice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints an ) @é f for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape th ﬁ leammmg The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. |

!
2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyorie and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of speciﬂc editorial decision-making inférmation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals fo force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would mtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. i

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory spec:lal renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensuve and potentially ruinous renewal proceedmgs

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed servuce is contrary to the
public interest. |

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate I-legﬂ M&%z?&ghis A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be a

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take adwce from
people who do not shate their values. The NPRM's proposed advisol board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadeasters who resist advnqel' s,e who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of li¢® ing to follow their own
constiences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programm he First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religiols broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impaesition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of speciﬁc editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency —and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would lntrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. .

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants-by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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: lsubmrt the following commehts rlnﬂe**pbmseiw e Localism Notlce of Pro W naking
| | (t et‘ltfkr PRM?); rel’eased‘Jant 24, 2008, INMB Docket: No. 04-2%892‘ |

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rrg(}?{g M hUmDar bf

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would.do so — and must not be adopted.

- 2008 MAR 20
(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especrally rel?gi%lrs broadcasters to take advice from

-.people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face mcrea_s,ed }17_.7‘ ssment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rath n?a'ﬁbwmg incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster must preseht‘

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbrds lmposmon of message
delivery mandates on any religion. ;
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
rntrude on constltutronally-protected editorial choices.

_(4) Many Chnstran broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the eleetricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further

" squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantlally raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location ch0|ces Raising costs with these proposals would force servrce cutbacks and curtalled
service is contrary to the public- interest. - - © - - - - = R =

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed abo\re.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. 3
!

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nghts A number of
proposals disoussed in the NPRM if enacted{puiARIPD ~fand fru§thot be adopted. i

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, t01 take advice from
peaple who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advigory beard proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, compgtgc; r?.eﬁg .*_ of license for chobsing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible p’aII thieir programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to_airtime, Propoged public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objectsto the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. i
(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific ediforial decision-making infofmation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agensy — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected aditorial choices. |

|
(4) The FCC must not establish a fwo-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain clésses of applicants by the Commiissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal pmceedings

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is ofter: a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially rarsmg costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff. presence whenever a stationis on the airand, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Ra!;smg ::ostslwuh these preposais would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service Is contrary o the
publie interest Y

& Nond) Jones,

We:urge fhe FCe. not to adapt adopt ryles, procedures or policies dnsqugsed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Locahsm’?\lg@e obP gposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

"’Qﬂ 5

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nghts A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so -%ﬁ‘d ‘qu not be adopted‘

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially rellglous b'rop. dﬁ}sters to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2 The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. .

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would mtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. Do

“4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in"Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04-233 A 5' ECC Mail Room
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism “w&é@ﬁ?@osed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. 5

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially rehgmus‘broadd?fé gto ke advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposalséwould impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for chodsing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what vnewpomts a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyohe and everyone has
rights-to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion. L
i
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specnflc editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would mtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

“4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain 1icensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
-public interest.

We urge the FEC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

2008 |
Any new FCC rules, policies or prorgé@@& n@stﬁbﬁ@late First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio statrons especially religious broadcasters to take advice from
people who do not share their values. ‘IE? P&t pro osed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious ca S|st advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complalnts and even loss of license for cho’osrng to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what wewpomts a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present. !

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights-to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would mtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices. i

}
4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatrcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they

correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal _proceedings.

5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two.ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Rarsmg costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed serwce is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submltffhe; fe“llov?ing co,,mments in response “to'the Lovalism Notice of Proposed Rulelw l& gﬁ se
(the“NPRIN, Feleascaliiic o4, 2008, in MB Dotket No: omzaaecewe SpeCtet ™« 0

Any new FCC rules, pollmes or procedures must notViofate First Amendment rights. AMMQr”oP 3
proposals dlscussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do sg-= and must not be~adopte% & Wil Ro om

P

(1) The FCC must not force/#8atsRiafions, dsEially religious broadcasters, to take advice from |
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board, proposals would - , . |

' impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religivus broadcasters-who.resist. ad,vlee from those who *
don’t share their values could face lncreased harassment, cormplaints and even: los&oﬂrcense*fer** HAST AR
choosing to follow their own q@ﬁ‘sge‘nce ther than allowing-incompatible viewppintscto shape their . -
programming. The First Amendrient | proh ifs government, incluling.the FCGvrfrom dlctatlng what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present :

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum: where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requiremenis would do so — even if.a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids lmposmon of message .,
delivery mandates on any religion. -i
(3) The FCC must not force revelation of spetificéditorial decision-making: mfermatlfzn =Fhe,choice, .- -~ )
of programming, especially religious programming, is riot properly dictated by any-goyermment, - i, -y, 2y
agency — and proposals to force reporting on Such things as whoproduced what programs would A
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices. S L

(4) Many Christian broadcasters Qgerate on tlght budgets, as do many smaller market secylar ,c .1 r¢

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is oftéh a thallénge. "Yat the Cormmission Propoeses io fuﬁEI:T’ T,

squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantlally raising costs in twoe ways [(a) byizse,
* requiring staff presence whenever a station is‘on therair and, (b) by further restricting main studlo g

location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks and curtailed ~ . ;. o
service is contrary to the public interest. | 1330
I
!
We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed abev.e:; beoa e A s s
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MB'Docket No. 04-23 OBy
? FétMail Room
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the

“*NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. 200

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Am ra t rights. A humber of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.”™ 2 g /

(1) The FCC must not farce radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advusog%b ard proposals would impose such
‘unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advi gjv{ho don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of llcense to follow their own
‘consdiences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programmmg he First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
‘particularly a religius broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pubhc forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
‘mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency ~ and
proposals fo force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
‘constitutionally-protected editarial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatlcally barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
-religious broadecasters. Those who stay true to their constiences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
'stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
stueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
.public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Ruler'n'akirig-',' s ”AR 2

MB Docket No. 04-233 i 0 200g
| submit the following comments in response, e Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakinﬁd ‘ F,’O 0

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. -ZH&? 20 m

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First @pendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, espétially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don'’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

j/ Weurge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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ECC Mail Room

Comments _in‘-’fthe FCC’s “Broadcast Localism” Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking Proceeding?

RE: “Report on Broadcast Localism and Notice of Proposed Rulemaking” in MB
Docket No. 04-233 (“NPRM”)

As a local, small market, broadcaster for over 30 years, | am appealing to the Federal
Communications Commission to halt Docket No. 04-233. It is represents a backward,
re-regulatory slide toward a level of governmental micromanagement that was thoroughly
repudiated and discarded some 25 years ago.

Broadcaster competition for listeners has never been as intense as it is now, given the
explosion in the number and types of sources for information and entertainment since the
1980s when the FCC eliminated many of the requirements that this rulemaking is looking to
resurrect. However, implicit in each of the proposals advanced in the NPRM is a faulty
premise, namely that even though broadcasters are keenly aware of the critical need to be
relevant and responsive to their listeners and viewers, that marketplace mechanism is not
sufficient to insure that broadcasters are being sufficiently responsive to their communities
of license and surrounding service areas. This is wrong. As a broadcaster, | know our
marketplace where we compete. I know it best. [ MUST & DO air sufficient, responsive
programming. If I didn’t, I would lose what ever edge I have in ratings. In order to survive,
I must be different. My big difference is my sensitivity & response to LOCAL LISTENER
DEMANDS. Regional Stations, syndicated programming or satellite programmers cannot
deliverto my market what I can deliver. - g

Your proposals would be unnecessary, unduly burdensome and counterproductive for both
our stations and our communities. I have operated these two stations for over three decades
with an admirable record. Deregulation made it possible for the marketplace to work
purposely and effectively. Please help survive and serve our towns. Do not advance Docket
No. 04-233 without at least visiting small market radio like our stations.

Coln K. Rice
K Ree

Executive Vice President e
Nutmeg Broadcasting Company
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed kulérﬁakinﬁ' ik MAR 2 0 2008
MB Docket No. 04-233
FCC Mail Room

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. %ﬁag
IiAH 2 0
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First ﬁmggdment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed’ advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking _ .|/, MAR 2 02008
MB Docket No. 04-233
FCC Mail Room

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must Abtvitidie st Atnefid@ednt rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice fron those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) TMFCCMMWW&MMMMM The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
cormrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further 5
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures mitni Viofeks First Amarkiment rights. A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. mmmmmmmwmmntmm
mlmmumwmmmmhudmhrMbWMm
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a refigious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
comespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further T
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is contrary to the

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures mﬂ&wmmmm rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — it bg adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
mmmmmmmmmm;wmmwmmm
unconstitutional mandates. Wmmmmmmmm&mm
mmamumwmmmmmwwmmbmmwm
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

?3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) TheFCCnuMnduhﬂhhaMo—ﬁemdmanhwhidlwﬁnﬁmmmuhbe
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themseives would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. mmmmwmwmmwmmwm
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring

staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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1
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposmgemgtu R%On

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must mm&iﬁi rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must addbtbd

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
valuesmuuhmmmmmm«mbnuﬁnusﬁmmmmﬂm
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2] The FCC must not tumn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

A3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govemment agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b)bymmgn\ahsnmwn

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ wmndmsoonmytome
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

SN, TN 2| tlo e
Date

Signature
ok Qo
Mewes Frere M\
Haine gN- 1635
Ml = el Phone
Title (if any)
—

Organization (if any)






